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numbers are provided for convenience
and Customs purposes. Our written
description remains dispositive.

Amendment of Final Results

OnJune 7, 1995, Cateye Co. Ltd.,
alleged that the Department made a
clerical error in the calculation of
foreign market value (FMV) by failing to
deduct from the FMV extra packing
expenses for split cartons for those
home market sales that incurred these
expenses. We agree that the extra
packing expenses should have been
deducted from those sales and have
recalculated the weighted-average
margin accordingly.

Final Results of Review

As a result of our review, we have

determined that the following margin

exists for the period November 1, 1992
through October 31, 1993:

Manufacturer/Exporter (;:,:/cla?(';%lrrl]t)
Cateye Co., Ltd. ....ccccvveviiirenns 1.31

The Department shall determine, and
the Customs Service shall assess,
antidumping duties on all appropriate
entries. Individual differences between
U.S. price and foreign market value may
vary from the percentage stated above.
The Department will issue appraisement
instructions directly to the Customs
Service.

Furthermore, the following deposit
requirements will be effective upon
publication of these amended final
results of administrative review for all
shipments of the subject merchandise
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse,
for consumption on or after that
publication date, as provided by section
751(a)(1) of the Act, and will remain in
effect until publication of the final
results of the next administrative
review: (1) The cash deposit rate for the
reviewed company will be 1.31 percent;
(2) for exporters not covered in this
review, but covered in previous reviews
or the original less-than-fair-value
(LTFV) investigation, the cash deposit
rate will continue to be the company-
specific rate published for the most
recent period; (3) if the exporter is not
a firm covered in this review, a prior
review, or the original LTFV
investigation, but the manufacturer is,
the cash deposit rate will be the rate
established for the most recent period
for the manufacturer of the
merchandise; and (4) if neither the
exporter nor the manufacturer is a firm
covered in this or any previous review,
the cash deposit rate will be 26.44
percent, which is the ‘““new shipper”

rate established in the first
administrative review. In accordance
with the Court of International Trade’s
(CIT’s) decisions in Floral Trade
Council v. United States, 822 F. Supp.
766 (CIT 1993), and Federal Mogul
Corporation and the Torrington
Company v. the United States, 822 F
Supp. 782 (CIT 1993), we are basing the
“all others” rate on the *““new shipper”
rate established in the first final results
of administrative review published by
the Department (47 FR 28978, July 2,
1982) because this proceeding is
governed by an antidumping finding,
and we are unable to ascertain the “all
others” rate from the Treasury LTFV
investigation.

This notice also serves as a final
reminder to importers of their
responsibility under 19 CFR 353.26 to
file a certificate regarding the
reimbursement of antidumping duties
prior to liquidation of the relevant
entries during this review period.
Failure to comply with this requirement
could result in the Secretary’s
presumption that reimbursement of
antidumping duties has occurred and
the subsequent assessment of double
antidumping duties.

This notice also serves as a reminder
to parties subject to administrative
protective orders (APOs) of their
responsibility concerning the return or
destruction of proprietary information
disclosed under APO in accordance
with 19 CFR 353.34(d). Timely written
notification of return/destruction of
APO materials or conversion to judicial
protective order is hereby requested.
Failure to comply with the regulations
and the terms of the APO is a
sanctionable violation.

This administrative review and notice
are in accordance with section 751(a) of
the Act (19 U.S.C. 1675(a)), and 19 CFR
353.22.

Dated: July 26, 1995.
Susan G. Esserman,

Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

[FR Doc. 95-19819 Filed 8-9-95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

[A-583-009]

Color Television Receivers, Except for
Video Monitors, From Taiwan;
Amended Final Results of
Antidumping Duty Administrative
Review

AGENCY: Import Administration/
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

SUMMARY: On April 25, 1995, the United
States Court of International Trade (CIT)

affirmed our results for the following
redeterminations on remand of the final
results of administrative review of the
antidumping duty order on color
television receivers, except for video
monitors, from Taiwan: Tatung
Company, et al. v. United States,
Consol. Court No. 90-12-00649 (third
review); International Brotherhood of
Electrical Workers, et al., v. United
States, Consol. Court No. 92-03-00137
(sixth review); and, Zenith Electronics
Corp. et al. v. United States, Consol.
Court No. 93—-07-00404 (eighth review).

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 10, 1995.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

John Kugelman or Michael J. Heaney,
Office of Antidumping Compliance,
Import Administration, International
Trade Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, 14th Street and
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington,
DC 20230, telephone: (202) 482—0649 or
4824475, respectively.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

On December 14, 1994, December 16,
1994, and January 6, 1995, the CIT
issued orders directing the Department
to recalculate the value-added tax (VAT)
according to the methodology employed
in Federal Mogul v. United States, 834
F. Supp. 1391 (CIT October 7, 1993)
(Federal Mogul) for various companies
for the periods April 1, 1986 through
March 31, 1987 (third review), April 1,
1989 through March 31, 1990 (sixth
review), and April 1, 1991 through
March 31, 1992 (eighth review). Also,
on December 16, 1994, the CIT directed
the Department in the eighth review to
establish a methodology for the
adjustment to United States price for
uncollected import duties forgiven upon
export.

Pursuant to the instructions of the
CIT, the Department calculated the VAT
consistent with the methodology
employed in Federal Mogul, for various
companies for the third, sixth, and
eighth reviews. The Department
established a methodology for
calculating and made an adjustment in
the eighth review for uncollected import
duties on exported merchandise. On
April 25, 1995, the Court affirmed our
application of the VAT methodology,
and adjustments for uncollected import
duties.

Amended Final Results of Review

The results of our calculations are
presented below:
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Margin
Company Period (per-
cent)
4/1/86-3/31/87 .. 0.88
4/1/86-3/31/87 .. 0.86
4/1/89-3/31/90 .. 0.53
4/1/91-3/31/92 .. 2.69
4/1/91-3/31/92 .. 6.23
4/1/91-3/31/92 .. 1.75

Based on the results of the eighth
review (4/1/91-3/31/92), the
Department will instruct the Customs
Service to collect cash deposits of
estimated antidumping duties on all
appropriate entries for Action, Proton,
and Tatung in accordance with the
procedures discussed in the final results
of these reviews. Because AOC had no
shipments during the eighth review, and
has filed an appeal concerning the final
results for the seventh review, the
Department will make no changes to
AOC'’s cash deposit rate at this time.
These deposit requirements are effective
for all shipments of the subject
merchandise entered, or withdrawn
from warehouse, for consumption on or
after the date of publication of this
notice and shall remain in effect until
publication of the final results of the
next administrative review.

The Department will issue
appraisement instructions directly to
the Customs Service for each exporter.

This notice serves as a reminder to
importers of their responsibility under
19 CFR 353.26 to file a certificate
regarding the reimbursement of
antidumping duties prior to liquidation
of the relevant entries during the review
period. Failure to comply with this
requirement could result in the
presumption that reimbursement of
antidumping duties occurred and the
subsequent assessment of double
antidumping duties.

This amendment of final results of
review and notice are in accordance
with section 751(f) of the Tariff Act (19
U.S.C. 1673(d) and 19 CFR 353.28(c).

Dated: August 4, 1995.
Susan G. Esserman,

Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

[FR Doc. 95-19820 Filed 8-9-95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-M

[C-307-804]

Gray Portland Cement and Clinker
From Venezuela; Termination of
Administrative Review of Suspended
Countervailing Duty Investigation

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of Termination of
Administrative Review of Suspended
Countervailing Duty Investigation.

SUMMARY: On April 14, 1995, the
Department of Commerce (‘‘the
Department”) initiated an
administrative review of the suspended
countervailing duty investigation on
gray portland cement and clinker from
Venezuela. On July 5, 1995 the Ad Hoc
Committee of Florida Producers of Gray
Portland Cement withdrew their request
for an administrative review. The
Department is now terminating this
review.

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 10, 1995.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: Contact
Nithya Nagarajan or Donna Kinsella,
Office of Agreements Compliance,
Import Administration, International
Trade Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, 14th Street and
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington,
DC 20230, telephone (202) 482—-0193 or
telefax (202) 482—1388.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

On April 14, 1995, the Department of
Commerce published in the Federal
Register a notice of initiation of
administrative review of the suspended
countervailing duty investigation on
gray portland cement and clinker from
Venezuela (60 FR 19017) at the request
of the Ad Hoc Committee of Florida
Producers of Gray Portland Cement.
This notice stated that we would review
information submitted by the
Government of Venezuela for the period
January 1, 1994 through December 31,
1994. The Ad Hoc Committee of Florida
Producers of Gray Portland Cement
subsequently withdrew their request for
review on July 5, 1995. Under
§355.22(a)(3) of the Department’s
regulations, a party requesting a review
may withdraw that request no later than
90 days after the date of publication of
the notice of initiation. Because the
withdrawal by the Ad Hoc Committee of
Florida Producers of Gray Portland
Cement occurred within the time frame
specified in 19 CFR 355.22(a)(3), and no
other interested party has requested an
administrative review for this period,
the Department is now terminating this
review.

This notice is published pursuant to
§355.22(a)(3) of the Department’s
regulations (19 CFR 355.22(a)(3)).

Dated: August 3, 1995.
Joseph A. Spetrini,
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Compliance.
[FR Doc. 95-19818 Filed 8-9-95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS—P

(C-475-817)

Notice of Countervailing Duty Order:
Oil Country Tubular Goods (“OCTG"")
From ltaly

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 10, 1995.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Peter Wilkniss, Office of Countervailing
Investigations, Import Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 14th
Street and Constitution Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC 20230; telephone (202)
482-0588.

Applicable Statute and Regulations

Unless otherwise indicated, all
citations to the statute and to the
Department’s regulations are in
reference to the provisions as they
existed on December 31, 1994.

Scope of Investigation and Order

In its final determination, the
Department determined that oil country
tubular goods (OCTG) comprised a
single class or kind of merchandise. In
its final determination, the International
Trade Commission (ITC) found two like
products:

(2) Drill pipe and (2) OCTG other than
drill pipe (i.e., casing and tubing). The
ITC did not find material injury, or
threat of material injury with regard to
drill pipe. Consequently, the
countervailing duty order covers only
OCTG other than drill pipe.

The merchandise covered by this
order are OCTG, hollow steel products
of circular cross-section, including only
oil well casing and tubing pipe, of iron
(other than cast iron) or steel (both
carbon and alloy), whether seamless or
welded, whether or not conforming to
American Petroleum Institute (API) or
non-API specifications, whether
finished or unfinished (including green
tubes and limited service OCTG
products). This scope does not cover
casing or tubing pipe containing 10.5
percent or more of chromium, or drill
pipe. The OCTG subiject to this order are
currently classified in the Harmonized
Tariff Schedule of the United States
(HTSUS) under item numbers:
7304.20.10.10, 7304.20.10.20,
7304.20.10.30, 7304.20.10.40,
7304.20.10.50, 7304.20.10.60,
7304.20.10.80, 7304.20.20.10,
7304.20.20.20, 7304.20.20.30,
7304.20.20.40, 7304.20.20.50,
7304.20.20.60, 7304.20.20.80,
7304.20.30.10, 7304.20.30.20,
7304.20.30.30, 7304.20.30.40,
7304.20.30.50, 7304.20.30.60,
7304.20.30.80, 7304.20.40.10,
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